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of her company is noted, the Petitioner has not illustrated that she has influenced the field of sensory
therapy as a whole to a level that qualifies as contributions of major significance in the field.

In addition, she has submitted several letters from specialists in the United States and Ukraine
expressing interest in her methods of sensory therapy. For example. a letter from of
states that he is interested in possibly integrating dance into his sessions
with clients, and would like to further pursue this idea once the Petitioner arrives in the United
States. The letter from Ph.D.. at the
further expresses interest in the Petitioner’s methodologies and states that she “would be pleased to
recommend patients” to her. As noted, the regulation requires that contributions be “of major
significance in the field” rather than limited to one’s potential employers or clients. While the letters
demonstrate that these individuals are interested in her methodologies. they do not sufficiently
document widespread commercial or industrial implementation of her work.

Finally, although the record contains documents verifying the Petitioner’s receipt of certificates of
appreciation for her work, we determined that these certificates are not nationally or internationally
recognized and do not satisty the criterion under 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3)(i). Regardless, while these
accolades recognize her contributions to the field, they do not specifically explain what she has done
that constitutes major significance in the field of sensory therapy. Likewise, while the Petitioner has
received some media attention, and references these articles on appeal. they do not show that her
methodologies have had a significant impact in the field as a whole. For these reasons, she has not
demonstrated that she has made original contributions of major significance in the field.

Evidence that the alien has commanded a high salary or other significantly high remuneration
Jor services, in relation to others in the field. 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3)(ix).

This criterion requires evidence of “a high salary or other significantly high remuneration for
services, in relation to others in the field.” Here, the Petitioner asserts that her salary as a
choreographer in Ukraine “generally exceeded” the compensation offered to other dancers and
choreographers. On appeal, she submits a copy of her agreement with which
states that she would receive a compensation of €28,000 for a four-month assignment in China from
June 2012 to September 2012. The Petitioner claims that this salary, which she equates to $30,000,
is “considered substantially high even for choreographers here in the United States.™

The Petitioner, however. must present evidence of objective earnings data showing that she has
earned a “high salary” or “significantly high remuneration™ in comparison with those performing
similar work during the same time period. See Martter of Price, 20 1&N Dec. 953, 954 (Assoc.
Comm’r 1994) (considering a professional golfer’s earnings versus other Professional Golfers’
Association (PGA) Tour golfers); see also Grimson v. INS, 934 F. Supp. 965, 968 (N.D. 11l. 1996)
(considering a National Hockey League (NHL) enforcer’s salary versus other NHL enforcers); Muni
v. INS, 891 F. Supp. 440, 444-45 (N. D. Ill. 1995) (comparing salary of a NHL defensive player to
salary of other NHL defensemen). The record. however, contains no evidence demonstrating that
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the Petitioner’s rate of compensation under this agreement constituted a high salary or was
significantly high in relation to others in the ficld.

She also submits a copy of her agreement with which outlines the terms of an offer of
employment in the United States. Specifically, the agreement, executed on November 14, 2016,
indicates that she will spearhead the development of three videos combining choreographic dance
movements with various methodologies for therapeutic purposes. This agreement lists her
anticipated compensation as $5,000 per month plus uncapped earnings potential from the sale and
distribution of the videos. She offers an article entitled °

in support of her claim that anticipated royalties from these videos will be significant.

This agreement is insufficient to show that the Petitioner satisfies the criterion because she has not
provided a specific amount of compensation. A base salary and an unspecified amount from video
sales and distribution do not sufficiently establish the Petitioner’s level of compensation. In
addition, the record is devoid of objective earnings data showing that these wages constitute a “high
salary” or “significantly high remuneration”™ in comparison with those performing similar work in
the field of sensory therapy. See Matter of Price, 20 1&N Dec. at 954. In light of the above, the
Petitioner has not established that she meets this criterion.

Evidence of commercial successes in the performing arts, as shown by box office receipts or
record, cassette, compact disk. or video sales. 8 C.F.R. § 204.5(h)(3)(x).

The Director determined that the Petitioner did not meet this criterion and the record supports thlS
conclusion. She submits letters and evidence of ticket sales for her performance of ©
at the in Ukraine, in 2011. art director at

. indicates in her letter that the Petitioner performed a mono-play under that name in 2011. A
letter from general manager of the ticket sales outlet, notes that the tickets for the
initial show sold out and the performance was extended for five additional days. The Petitioner also
submits a report on ticket sales from performances of ¢ " at the

in September 2015. The record includes a certificate of

appreciation from the theater, which indicates the Petitioner staged and performed a role in the
musical play.

It 1s unclear, from the evidence provided. that the ticket sales for two sets of performances occurring
years apart represent commercial successes. This criterion focuses on volume of sales and receipts
as a measure of a petitioner's commercial success in the performing arts. Therefore, the fact that a
petitioner has performed in theatrical productions would be insufficient, in and of itself, to meet this
criterion. The evidence must show that the volume of sales and receipts reflect her commercial
success in the performing arts. Without corroborative evidence indicating that the Petitioner's shows
have attracted substantial audiences or generated significant sales, the documentation submitted is
not sufficient to demonstrate that she meets this regulatory criterion.
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HI. CONCLUSION

The Petitioner is not eligible because she has not submitted the required initial evidence of either a
one-time achievement or documents that meet at least three of the ten criteria listed at 8 C.I.R. §
204.5(h)(3)(i)-(x). Thus, we need not fully address the totality of the materials in a final merits
determination. Kazarian, 596 F.3d at 1119-20. Nevertheless, we advise that we have reviewed the
record in the aggregate, concluding that it does not support a finding that the Petitioner has
established the level of expertise required for the classification sought.

ORDER: The appeal is dismissed.
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